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METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR VERTICAL
CONGESTION REMOVAL

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. Field of the Invention

The present invention generally relates to the art of
microelectronic mtegrated circuits. In particular, the present
invention relates to the art of placing cells on semiconductor
chips to avoid congestion of cells and wiring.

2. Description of Related Art

An integrated circuit chip (hereafter referred to as an “IC”
or a “chip”) comprises cells and connections between the
cells formed on a surface of a semiconductor substrate. The
IC may include a large number of cells and require complex
connections between the cells.

A cell 1s a group of one or more circuit elements such as
fransistors, capacitors, and other basic circuit elements
orouped to perform a function. Each of the cells of an IC
may have one or more pins, each of which, 1n turn, may be
connected to one or more other pins of the IC by wires. The
wires connecting the pins of the IC are also formed on the
surface of the chip.

A net 1s a set of two or more pins which must be
connected. Because a typical chip has thousands, tens of
thousands, or hundreds of thousands of pins which must be
connected 1n various combinations, the chip also includes
definitions of thousands, tens of thousands, or hundreds of
thousands of nets, or sets of pins. All the pins of a net must
be connected. The number of the nets for a chip 1s typically
in the same order as the order of the number of cells on that
chip. Commonly, a majority of the nets include only two
pins to be connected; however, many nets comprise three or
more pins. Some nets may include hundreds of pins to be
connected. A netlist 1s a list of nets for a chip.

FIG. 1 shows a common organization of an IC. On a
semiconductor substrate 10, vertical strips of alternating
columns 12 and channels 14 are defined. The cells 16 are
fabricated 1n the columns, and the channels are typically
used for running vertical wires to connect the pins 18 of the
cells 16. For 1llustrative purposes, only the rectilinear con-
nections as 1illustrated by the wire 20. Therefore, all dis-
tances are measured using rectilinear or Manhattan distance.

To assign coordinates and to measure distances on the 1C
8, a rectangular coordinate grid 1s used. The coordinate grid
has its origin, (0, 0), at the left bottom corner of the IC, and
has a horizontal x-axis and a vertical y-axis. In the current
art, a typical coordinate grid unit size 1s about 2 microns but
this 1s expected to decrease as the technology progresses. A
typical column of a semiconductor device 1s approximately
20 grid units wide. The present invention can be applied to
orid unit system of any dimensions. The grid unit lines are
not shown 1n the figures; however, grid unit lines, or grid
lines, may be referred to 1n reference to positions on the IC.

For simplicity, the chip 8 of FIG. 1 shows only a few
columns; however, 1n a practical implementation, 1t 1s com-
mon for a chip to have many hundreds of columns and
channels, and hundreds of thousands of cells and about the
same number of nets.

The channels of a chip are commonly used to run vertical
wires for the chip. To run horizontal wires, another layer of
material 1s fabricated on the surface of the chip. Via’s are
used to bring the pins up to the second layer for the
horizontal connections. If the surface area 1s at premium, yet
another, third layer of material may be fabricated on top of
the horizontal-wire layer. This third layer may be used to run
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the vertical wires, and the width of the channels may be
reduced to decrease the overall surface area requirement.

Because there are a large number of pins to connect and
the complex nature of the connections required, a proper
placement of the cells and the routing of the wires are critical
for a successiul implementation of a chip. Some placement
and routing schemes may result 1n uneven distribution of
cells and wires leading to congestion 1n some areas of the
chip while other areas of the chip may be sparsely used. It
the congestion 1s such that the number of wires required to
connect the nets for a particular area 1s greater than the
maximum number of wires which can be fabricated on that
region, then that placement cannot be 1mplemented.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

Therefore, an object of the present invention 1s to provide
for a method and apparatus to reduce vertical congestion on
an integrated circuit device (I1C).

The present invention provides for a method of reducing
congestion on an integrated circuit device (IC) by first
defining pieces and segments of the IC, said each of said
pieces. Each of the pieces are assigned an original location
and original width. Then, the density of the pieces are
determined. Using the density, the widths of the pieces are
adjusted. Finally, the placement of the cells are modified
depending upon the location and the sizes of the resized
pleces.

The present invention also provides for an semiconductor
device having cells placed on the device 1n accordance with
the vertical congestion reduction technique 1n this specifi-
cation.

The present invention also provides for an apparatus for
reducing congestion on an integrated circuit device (IC). The
apparatus includes a processor and memory connected to the
processor. The memory stores instructions for the processor
to define pieces and segments of the IC, determine density
of the pieces, resize the widths of the pieces depending upon
the density of the pieces, and modity placement of the cells
depending upon the sizes of the resized pieces.

These and other aspects, features, and advantages of the
present invention will be apparent to those persons having
ordinary skill in the art to which the present invention relates
from the foregoing description and the accompanying draw-
Ings.

BRIEF DESCRIPITION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 1s a stmplified illustration of an mtegrated circuit
chip on a semiconducting material;

FIG. 2 1s a flowchart 1llustrating the steps of the conges-
tion removal technique;

FIG. 3 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1illustrating column segments and pieces of 1n 1inte-
grated circuit device (IC);

FIG. 4 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1llustrating an edge and a superedge;

FIG. § 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1illustrating column-wise resizing and smoothing
operations;

FIG. 6 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1llustrating cell placement modification;

FIG. 7 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1llustrating row-wise resizing and smoothing opera-
tions;

FIG. 8 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1illustrating the technique of comparing original and
new row locations and widths;
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FIG. 9 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1illustrating cell overlap and segment overload;

FIG. 10 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1llustrating column segmentation technique;

FIG. 11 1s a simplified diagram of an integrated circuit
device 1illustrating continuous column density optimization
technique;

FIG. 12 1s a block diagram illustrating an apparatus
according to a preferred embodiment of the present inven-
fion.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT(S)

Referring to FIG. 2, a flowchart 30 illustrating the steps of
the congestion removal technique to remove congestion of
cells and wires on integrated circuit chips (“IC’s”) is shown.
The technique 1s applicable only after the placement 32 of
the cells on the chip. That is, the cell and wire congestion
removal 1s performed after the cells’ initial locations are
defined.

Defining Segments and Pieces

Referring to FIG. 3 1n addition to FIG. 2, the method of
the congestion removal technique begins by defining 32
column segments and pieces. As already discussed, a typical
[C has columns 12' and channels (not shown in FIG. 3).
Because the current invention does not relate to the use of
the channels (see 14 of FIG. 1) of the IC, the channels are
not shown 1 FIG. 3 and subsequent figures.

Referring to FIG. 3, the pieces of the IC 8' are defined by
defining equally spaced horizontal lines 98 across the IC.
Each region defined by the horizontal lines and the column
borders define a piece of the IC. Because the columns are of
cqual width and the horizontal lines are equidistant, the
pieces are ol equal size.

A segment or a column segment 15 a set of pieces sharing
a column and forming a single contiguous portion. A column
may comprise a single segment or multiple segments. For
example, each of the columns 0, 1, and 2 contains one
secgment consisting of all of the pieces of that column.
Column 3 consists of two segments. The first segment of
column 3 consists of pieces P(3, 0), P(3, 1), and P(3, 2), and
the second segment of column 3 consists of piece P(3, 4).
Likewise, column 4 consists of two segments. The first
segment of column 4 consists of pieces P(4, 0), P(4, 1), and
P(4, 2), and the second segment of column 4 consists of a
single piece P(4, 4). For clarity, the present patent applica-
tion will focus on segments which are entire columns.

For the purposes of this discussion, the “size” of the
columns, column segments, pieces, and cells will be the
“height” of the respective elements unless otherwise noted
or the context demands otherwise. The columns are of fixed
width, typically 20 grid units, and as such, the column
segments and pieces, are of the same width. Also, because
cells’ thickness and the width are standardized, and because
the cells are fabricated into columns of fixed size, the “size”
of a cell usually means the height of the cell. For simplicity,
the IC 8' of FIG. 3 only shows five (5) columns, each column
divided into four (4) pieces. In practical implementation, the
number of columns on an IC and the number of pieces per
column may be very large. The actual heights of cells are
measured 1n microns.

The size, or the height, of the pieces 1s arbitrary; however,
a preferred embodiment of the present invention initially
defines pieces with a height of 100 grid units. The 1nitial
piece height may be referred to as the VSTEP and the
column width, including the channel width, may be referred
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to as the HSTEP. Because the columns are typically 20 grid
units wide, the initial dimension of the pieces are 20 grid
units wide by 100 grid units tall. The pieces will be referred
to using the notation P(i, j) where P(i, j) denote the j* piece
counted from the bottom of the i”* column. Both i and ]
indices begins with zero (0). Thus, the piece 52 of FIG. 3 is
P(0, 0). Piece 74 1s piece P(2, 1).

Continuing to refer to FIG. 3, each piece has a bottom and
a top. The position of the bottom of a piece P(3, j) is denoted
bottom(i, j), and the position of the top of the piece is
denoted top(i, j). The left side of the piece is denoted left(i,
1), and the right side, right(1,j). The values of bottom(i, j) and
top(i, j) are the vertical grid unit position of the piece P(i, j).
The values of left(i, j) and right(i, j) are the horizontal grid
unit position of the piece P(i, j). For example, bottom(4, 0)
102 of P(4, 0) 92 is zero (0) and the top(4, 0) 104 is 99
because, 1nitially, the pieces are defined as 100 grid unaits tall
in the preferred embodiment. Then, the bottom(4, 1) 106 is
100 and the top(4, 1) 108 is 199.

Not all pieces are defined with 100 grid unit heights. Due
to megacells and other predefined areas of the IC, some
pieces may be defined to be larger or smaller than 100 grid
units. A megacell 1s a predefined region of an IC where the
present mvention 1s not applied. For example, a megacell
110 1s predefined in columns 3 and 4 between pieces P(3, 2)
86 and P(3, 3) 88 and between P(4, 2) 96 and P(4, 3) 98. Due
to the megacell 110, the affected pieces are not defined to be
100 grid units long. The size of the affected pieces can be
arbitrarily determined.

For the purposes of the present invention, the channels 14
of FIG. 1 are 1gnored. Typically, the columns are 20 grid
units wide.

Determine Density

To 1dentify congested pieces, four types of density are
determined 34 of FIG. 2 for each of the pieces. These are:
cell density, cell block density, and horizontal routing
density, and vertical routing density.

Cell Density

The cell density of piece P(i, ), denoted cell _den(i, j), 1s
the number of grid units occupied by the cells of the piece.
Cell__den(i, j) of P(1, j) can easily be determined by adding
the cell heights of the piece.

Cell Block Density

The cell block density of piece P(i, j), denoted block
den(i, j), is the number of grid units occupied by cell blocks.
The cell blocks include cell pins, vias and wires which are
obstacles for horizontal routing wires. To determine the cell
block density, it 1s helpful to have already created a mask of
blocked grid lines for each cell type used on the chip. Again,
the block__den(i, j) can be determined by adding the number
of pins and vias, and accounting for the grid units taken up
by the obstructing wires within the piece. For the purposes
of determining density, the pins and vias can be assumed to
take, or have the “height” of, one grid umit. As for the
obstructing wires, the heights of the wires, or the space take
up by the wires, vary according to the actual lengths of the
WIIeEs.

Horizontal Routing Density

The horizontal routing density of piece P(i, j), denoted
hor den(i, j), is the expected number of horizontal routing
wires through P(3, 7). It 1s calculated based on the outputs of
the routing procedure. The horizontal routing density can be
determined by actually routing the net and counting the
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number of wires routed through the piece. Alternatively, the
horizontal routing density can be determined by quickly
determining the edges (the “quick routing technique™) of the
wire routing scheme and accumulating the probability of the
wires going through the piece. For the purposes of deter-
mining density, the wires can be assumed to have the
thickness, or the “height” of one grid unit because, in the
current state of art, a routing wire can be fabricated on each
of the grid lines.

The quick routing technique examines the pins and the
nets and produces an edgelist containing the edges (both
“normal” and superedges) and Steiner pins, also called
pseudo pins. An edgelist 1s a list of edges where an edge 1s
the connection, or routing, between two pins. The pins of an
edge may be an actual pin of a cell or a Steiner pin. A Steiner
pin 1s a point or a pin defined during the routing process. A
Steiner pin 1s not associated with a cell, but 1s used during
wire routing to form a better routing solution. An edge may
be a “normal” edge defined by a pair of pins which share a
same vertical or horizontal coordinate, or an edge may be a
superedge. A superedge 1s defined by a pair of pins which do
not share same a vertical or an horizontal coordinate and can
be characterized as a minimal bounding box containing the
connected pins.

Referring to FIG. 4, for determination of horizontal
routing density, “normal” horizontal edges crossing piece
P(1, 1) contributes one wire to the hor__den(i, 7). For example,
an edge having one of its pins 112 in P(1, 1) and other pin
114 in P(3, 1) contributes one wire to the hor_den(2, 1).
However, an edge, a superedge, having a pin 116 in P(0, 0)
and the other pin 118 in P(3, 2) may or may not contribute
a wire to P(2, 1). The pins will be denoted as P,,,,, where nnn

1s the reference number of the pin in the figures of the
present application.

The density contribution of a superedge may be distrib-
uted equally to all of the pieces of the bounding box of the
pins. For example, the horizontal density contribution of the
superedge P,,.—P,,, may be distributed equally, Y5 each, to
the three pieces of the each column of the bounding box 120
defined by the superedge PP, 5. Using this uniform
distribution technique, the superedge P,,.—P, 5 would con-
tribute 5 to each of the following horizontal densities:
hor den(1, 0), hor__den(1, 1), hor_den(1, 2), hor_ den(2,
0), hor__den(2, 1), hor_ den(2, 2), hor__den(3, 0), hor_den
(3, 1), and hor_den(3, 2).

Alternatively, the horizontal density contribution of the
superedge may be distributed to the pieces using a prob-
ability function which depends upon the location of the pins
of the superedge and the relative position of the pieces to the
pins. This alternative method of horizontal density calcula-
fion 1s performed as follows:

Each pin and pseudo pin, or Steiner pin, adds one (1) to
the density of the piece it belongs to. Each edge may
increase the density of more than one piece. Assume that an
edge E has end points, or pins, (iy, y;) and (1,, y,) where 1,
and 1, are column numbers and y, and y, are the grid unit
coordinate number 1n y-direction and where 1,=1, and
y,=Vy,. Then, in general, horizontal density of piece P(i, j)
is effected by edge E if P(i, j) intersects the bounding box
defined by E. Alternatively expressed, horizontal density of
piece P(i, j) 1s effected if

1,<1<1, and

y, =top(i, j) and bottom(i, })=y..

If 1,=1, or 1,+1=1,, then edge E does not induce any
density. For each grid line in i”* column, pr(i, y) is the
probability that edge E will intersect i”* column on y** grid
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line. The highest probability has the intersection of the i”*
column with the straight line (1,, y,)—(i,, V). Assuming that
the straight line (i, y,)—(1,, y,) crosses column segment 1 at

grld liﬂe YCFGSS(i)? y{?F{?SS(i) iS
YerossE)=Wo =1 )4y, (I-0)/(Er=11)

In our example of FIG. 4, the superedge 120 has the pins
such that 1,+4=1, and the y, Ztop(1, 0) and bottom(3, 2)<y..
Theretore, the superedge 120 induces density for the pieces
P(1, 0), P(1, 1), P(1, 2), P(2, 0), P(2, 1), P(2, 2), P(3, 0), P(3,
1), and P(3, 2).

In a preferred embodiment, the probability linearly
decreases between the maximum at y_,,. (1) and reaches zero
(0) for y<y,, and y>y,. Because we are calculating the
densities for a piece P(3, 1), the probability can be set to zero
for the grid lines below the bottom of the piece and for the
orid lines above the top of the piece i addition to the grid
lines outside the bounding box defined by E. Alternatively
expressed,

y,...=max(y,, bottom(i, j)), and

Ymax=min(YZ: top(h ])), and

pr(1, y)=0 for y<y,,;, or for y>y,,,..
Then, the probability, pr(i, y) for segment 1 and for any
orid line y 1s easy to determine as follows:

pr(i, Y)=(T==Ye a5 (D)/S

where
T=y,—y,+1; and
S=(¥2=y1+1)*((V2=Y 1)/ D) * V2=Y crass(DF 1) * Y cross (D)-y1+1)

note that S 1s calculated so that

Y2

> priiy) =1

Y=X1

Then, the edge E contributes the following density for
each grid line in the i”* column, thus the following value is
added to hor_den(i, j) for each affected piece P(j, j):

Ymax

SUM(L, Viins Vimax ) = Z prii, y)

Y=Ymin

Because pr(1, y) 1s an arithmetic sequence, the calculation
of sum(1, V,,;,,» V.uae) €an be done analytically with a com-
putationally less expensive method. The following three
equations describe the less expensive methods of determin-
ing the density:

if Vo =V erosstd)> then sumd@ v, Vinar) 1.
=((202=Y11)=2Y cross(D Y mintY max) * Vmax— Ymint 1I2)S

if Vin =V cross(E) then sum(i, v,...0 Vi) 2.
=202y 1+ D2V cross (DY minY max) * OV max=YmintDI2)S

1 Vin<Y cross E )<Y maxs LHEN SUM(E, Vs Virar) 3.
=SUM(L) Yyins YerossEDFSUME Y eross(D+1s Yinar)s

Vertical Routing Density

The wvertical routing density of a piece P(1, j), denoted
vert__den(i, j), represents the average expected number of
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vertical wires through the horizontal grid lines 1 P(1, j).
Assume that an edge E has end points, or pins, (i,, y,) and
(1., ¥,) where 1, and 1, are column numbers and y,; and y,
are the grid unit coordinate number 1n y-direction and where
1,=1, and y,Zvy,. Then 1n general, vertical density of piece
P(1, j) 1s effected by edge E if P(i, ) intersects the bounding
box defined by E. Alternatively expressed, vertical density
of piece P(i, j) is effected if

1,=1=1,; and

y, =top(i, j) and y,=bottom(i, j).

To simplity the discussion, the following are also defined:
y,...=max(y,, bottom(i, j)); and

Yomax=m10(Y, t0p(i, J)).

If edge E 1s vertical, that 1s 11=12, then the vertical density
of P(i, j) is increase by density value=(y,,,.~V,.;,+1)/(top(i,
1)-bottom(i, j)+1).

If edge E 1s not vertical, that 1s 1,<1,, then the vertical
density of P(i, j) 1s increased by summing the probability,
pr(1, y) where y 1s the grid lines within piece P(1, j). As
discussed in detail above, pr(i, y) is the probability that edge
E will cross column i at grid line y. The value of pr(i, y) is
calculated as described in the Horizontal Routing Density
subsection.

In addition to the pr(i, y), the following values must be
determined to determine the vertical density of a piece P(i,
1):

number_ of halves=2(i,-1,)

; The value number_ of halves 1s used to account for
the fact that an edge having a pin at a column 1 will
only cross ¥ of the column.

factor(i) = 1 /number of halves 1f i =i ori=1i,;or
= 2 /number of halves 1if i{; < i < i, because
the edge crosses the entire,

or both halves, of column i.

where d(i, j) represents the density to add to piece P(i, )
produced by summing the probabilities contributed by edge
E.
Then, the vertical density of the piece P(3, j) is increased
by the value determined from the following calculation:
factor({) = d(i, j) Ymax — Ymin + 1
' " top(i, /) — bottom(i, /) + 1

122] factor(r) = d(i, f)

I‘Zfl

Determining Whether Horizontal Congestion Exists

To determine, 38 of FIG. 2, whether horizontal congestion
exists with the current layout, the following measurements
are compared for each segment.

Measurement 1:

sum of max(hor_den(i, j)+block den(i, j), cell__den(i, 1))
for all pieces of the segment;
Measurement 2:

(Height of the segment)*Q

where Q___ 15 a desired segment size factor; mn a
preferred embodiment, Q, _ 1s 0.85.

If Measurement 1 1s greater than Measurement 2, hori-

zontal congestion exists. The horizontal congestion reduc-
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tion technique can be applied if any horizontal congestion 1s
found, or the number of pieces with horizontal congestion
exceeds a predetermined level. In a preferred embodiment,
the horizontal congestion reduction technique 1s applied
when at least five percent of the pieces of the IC are
horizontally congested.

Reducing Horizontal Congestion

When a horizontal congestion exists, the congestion 1s
reduced and 1deally eliminated as shown at 40 of FIG. 2. The
congestion 1s reduced by providing more space for the
congested pieces. The allocation of additional spaces to
congested pieces allows the cells located within the pieces to
be spread out and provides additional space for the wires to
be fabricated. To provide additional space to congested
pieces, the space has to be taken from uncongested pieces.
For instance, referring to FIG. 3, if P(4, 1) 94 is congested

while P(4, 0) 92 and P(4, 2) 96 are not, then the bottom(4,
1) and the top(4, 1) are extended to provide P(4, 1) 94
additional space while taking space away from uncongested
pieces P(4, 0) 92 and P(4, 2) 96. However, the edges of the
pieces are not allowed to move completely freely. The
horizontal “movement” of the edges to adjust space alloca-
fion 1s limited to maintain a “smooth” transition of the cells
and the wires among the adjacent columns and the adjacent
pieces of the columns.

The pieces are categorized into different horizontal types.

Pieces belonging to the type 1 category are the pieces having
a top and a bottom both of which can be moved. For the type
2 pieces, only the top of the pieces can be moved because the
bottom of the pieces are defined at an edge or another
predefined border which cannot be moved. The type 3 pieces
have fixed, immovable, tops but movable bottoms. Type 4
pieces have fixed top and a fixed bottom and are not
considered 1n the present invention. The sample IC 1is
illustrated by FIG. 2, the following table lists the pieces in
their respective horizontal type category:

Horizontal =~ Pieces of the sample IC of the figures belonging to the

Type Horizontal type

Type 1 PO, 1), P(0, 2), P(1, 1), P(1, 2), P(2, 1), P(2, 2), P(3, 1),
P(3, 2), P(4, 1), P(4, 2)

Type 2 P(0, 0), P(1, 0), P(2, 0), P(3, 0), P(4, 0)

Type 3 P(0, 3), P(1, 3), P(2, 3), P(3, 2), P(4, 2)

Type 4 P(3, 3), P(4, 3)

Resizing Pieces

I[deally, the sizes (the “heights”) of the pieces should be
the greater of cell _den of the piece or the sum of the
block__den and the hor__den of the piece. Also, the sum of
the heights of the pieces of a column segment should be
equal to or less than the actual height of the column segment;
otherwise, the implementation 1s not feasible. The next step
in the method of horizontal congestion removal technique 1s
to resize the pieces depending on the density of the pieces.

To determine the final heights of the pieces, three param-
eters are 1ntroduced to define the 1nitial sizes of the pieces.
These variable—Q_ ., Q___ . Q_  —represent the minimal,
the desired, and the maximum size of the pieces allowed,
respectively. The initial values are arbitrary, but experiences
have shown that the following values are useful:
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Qnin Minimum allowed segment size factor; initial value 0.80
Qrorm Desired segment size factor; initial value 0.85
Qax Maximum segment size factor; initial value 1.2

To simplify the discussion, the following notations are
also defined:

H(1) 1s the size (height) of segment 1; and
=top(1, ,,,,..)—-bottom(i, J,,;,)
where P(i, j,,;,) 1s the bottom-most and P(3, j,,,,.) 1S
the top-most pieces of segment 1; and

H, . .(1) is the maximum height of segment i; and
H,_,.(1) is the desired height of segment 1: and
H_ . (1) 1s the minimum height of the segment 1i.
=QH’HH$H(1)
size(l, ], q;) 1s the size of the piece P(i, j) discounted by the
factor q; where q; 1s calculated as described below, and
1S
=max(q,*hor_den(i, j)+block den(i, j), cell den(i, j)
)
The value q; 1s calculated where g, 1s the factor with which
cach of the pieces of the column segment 1 must be multi-
plied to achieve the H(i) for a given Q value such as Q

Q. ,orQ . Forexample, for Q
that g, satisiies the equation:

FHLLIFLD

the factor g, 1s such

FLOFTIL?

Jmax
Z SiZE(f, ja Q'r.) — HHDI‘??‘I(I)

f=Ffmin

where
=1s the first row; 0 1 our example;
1.....=1s the last row; 3 m our example.

The factor g; 1s determined using the bisection method.

Note that the hor den(i, j) is the only element to which
the factor q; 1s applied. This is because hor_den(i, j) is the
only “flexible” factor among the three named factors which
contributes to the size of a piece. The other two factors—
block den(i, j) and cell _den(i, j)—are inflexible. Cell__den
(1, ) is the sum of the spaces taken by the cells and this
cannot be decreased while retaining all the cells. Block
den(i, ) 1s the sum of the spaces taken by the other “fixed”
clements of the piece including pins, vias and obstacle wires.

]min

Smoothing the Rows

To reduce congestion, first, all of the pieces are resized to
the size(1, j, qi) using the q; factor calculated using the Q, ..
parameter. Because the foregoing process results in differing,
heights for each of the pieces of the IC, 1t 1s likely that the
rows of the pieces will not “line up” and will result 1n
adjoining pieces having different heights. As 1llustrated in
FIG. §, the forgoing process may result in P(1, 0) 62' having
a different size (different height) than its preceding piece
P(0, 0) 52' and/or the next piece P(2, 0) 72'. After the initial
resizing, some columns may even have unassigned spaces as
illustrated by reference number 105 of FIG. 5.

Extreme variations of the size of the row-wise-adjacent
pieces degrade placement and routing quality. To reduce the
variations of the heights of the adjacent pieces, the smooth-
ing operations described are performed. These smoothing
operations do not result in a completely leveled rows;
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however, the operations reduce the variations of the sizes of
the row-wise-adjacent pieces to a predetermined value
e*VSTEP (the initial piece height). Parameter € is an arbi-
trary factor used to assign the degree of variation of the
adjacent pieces. Experiences have shown that a preferred
value for € may range from 0.05 to 0.10. In a preferred
embodiment, the initial piece size 1s 100. Thus, the maxi-
mum variation of the adjacent piece size 1s 0.10*100, or 10
orid units.

The rows may be smoothed using various techniques. In
a preferred embodiment, the smoothing 1s done using the
bottom(i, j) values which indicates the location of the bottom
of the pieces.

The operation skips the first (the bottom most) row
(having j=0) of the pieces because the bottom(i, 0) of the first
row pieces are all zero, and lined up.

The operation begins with the second row. The pieces are
traversed left-to-right first, then right-to-left, and repeated
until the pieces have been stabilized. Beginning with the
second pieces of the row, the bottom of the second piece 1s
compared with the bottom of the previous piece of the row.
The bottom of the second piece 1s set to the larger of the
following two values:

1. the current bottom of the second piece; or
2. the bottom of the first piece less the e*VSTEP value

Alternatively expressed, the smoothing function performs
the following operation to reset a bottom(i, j) value of P(i,
1):

bottom(i, j)=max(bottom(i, j), bottom(i-1, j)—-e*VSTEP)

After adjusting the second piece of the row, the third piece
of the row 1s adjusted by comparing the bottom of that piece
to the bottom of the previous (now, the second) piece. This
operation 1s continued for the rest of the pieces of the row
1s adjusted. Then, the operation 1s repeated beginning at the
right side and traversing to the left.

The above operations are repeated for the row until the
row stabilizes. The row 1s stabilized when no changes, or
adjustments, are made to the pieces of the row during the
left-to-right and the right-to-left adjustment traversals.

After smoothing the second row, the next row 1s smoothed
using the same technique.

Referring to FIG. 5, the IC of FIGS. 3 and 4 1s illustrated
after having 1ts pieces resized to the desired piece sizes.
Unlike the initial piece sizes shown m FIGS. 3 and 4, the
pieces now have differing sizes leading to uneven rows. The
above-described smoothing technique can be 1llustrated
using the sample IC of FIG. §.

The pieces of the first row (where j=0) has the bottom(i,
0) value of 0, and are already smooth.

The smoothing operation begins with the second row
(where j=1) in the left-to-right direction. For the purposes of
this example, assume that e*VSTEP is 10 and the bottom((i,
1) pieces have the following values after the resizing opera-
fion:

bottom(0, 1) 80
bottom(1, 1) 100
bottom(2, 1) 87
bottom(3, 1) 105
bottom(4, 1) 85

First, bottom(1, 1) 1s compared with bottom(1, 0) and is
assigned the number resulting from the following analysis:
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bottom(i, )
bottom(1, 1)

max(bottom(i, ), bottom(i — 1, j) — € * VSTEP)
max(bottom(1, 1), bottom(0, 1) — 10)

max(100, 70)

= 100

Thus, bottom(1, 1) does not change.
For bottom(2, 1),

bottom(2, 1) = max(bottom(2, 1), bottom(1, 1) — 10)

= max(87, 90)
= 90

Thus, bottom(2, 1) is set to the grid position 90. The result
is that because the bottom(2, 1) is increased, the space
allocated to P(2, 0) is increased.

This process 1s repeated for the pieces of the row j=1. The
following table summaries the bottom(i, 1) locations
through out the process.

Smoothing Process

Position after Position after
Position after left-to-right right-to-left

[nitial position resize adjustment  adjustment
bottom(0, 1) 100 80 80 90
bottom(1, 1) 100 100 100 100
bottom(2, 1) 100 87 90 95
bottom(3, 1) 100 105 105 105
bottom(4, 1) 100 85 95 95

If not stabilized by the first application of the smoothing,
process, the smoothing process 1s repeated until the row 1s
stabilized. Stability 1s achieved when no more adjustments
are necessary to the bottom(i, j) values.

In the given example, after one application of the smooth-
Ing process, the row has stabilized and no more adjustments
are necessary.

The resizing and the smoothing processes may cause
some column segments to be over-allocated or under-

allocated. Thus, the sizes of the pieces of these segments
must be adjusted 40 of FIG. 2.

Removing Excess Heights

The resizing and the smoothing processes may cause
some column segments to be over-allocated. This occurs
when the sum of the allocated heights of the pieces of a
column segment exceeds the total height available in that
segment.

The over-allocation 1s removed by first examining each of
the pieces of the segment. The space over and above the
maximal heights (calculated using the Qmax factor) of each

piece 1s reclaimed, proportionally from each of the pieces as
needed.

If the segment 1s still over-allocated, then each of the
pieces are reexamined. The space over and above the desired
heights (calculated using the Qnorm factor) of each piece is
reclaimed, proportionally from each of the pieces as needed.

If the segment 1s still over-allocated, then each of the
pieces are again reexamined. The space over and above the
minimum heights (calculated using the Qmin factor) of each
piece 1s reclaimed, proportionally from each of the pieces as
needed.
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12
Adding (Distributing) Extra Heights

On the other hand, the resizing and the smoothing pro-
cesses may cause some column segments to be under-
allocated. This occurs when the sum of the allocated heights
of the pieces of a column segment 1s less than the total height
available 1n that segment. The distribution of the excess
space of an under-allocated segment to the pieces of the
segment can be arbitrary. In the preferred embodiment, the
excess pieces are distributed as follows:

First, determine the maximal amount of height that can be
added to all of the pieces of the segment such that none of
the pieces exceed i1ts maximal height 1s determined. This 1s
accomplished by finding the piece P(i, j,) with the largest
size. Then, each piece of the segment 1s increased by the
following amount:

(size(l, J,, q;) determined using Q_  )—(current size of P(i,

Thjécl)l), the above operation 1s repeated for the set of pieces
consisting of P(3, j,+1), . . . PQ1, j,,,.) where P(i, j,,..) 1s the
upper-most piece of segment 1. The operation 1s repeated
until j,=,. ... Then, any remaining space is added to P(i,
Jm??)r example, assume a segment has a height of 34 and 8
pieces with the following allocated heights:

P(l, jmm): P(l, 0)=2;

P(i, 1)=3;

P(1, 2)=2;

P(i, 3)=4;

P(1, 4)=2;

P(1, 5)=3; and

P(1, 6)=3; and

P(1, j,,..), P(1, 7)=3.
Also, let the maximal allowable height of the pieces of the

secgment be 5. Then, there are 12 height units available for
distribution because the total allocated height 1s 22. The first
step is to find the largest piece. In this example, this is P(i,
3) with 4 height units. Then, the amount to add to each of the
pieces 18 5-4, or 1 height unit. After this operation, the
pieces will be allocated the following number of height units
(in the order of the pieces as listed above): 3, 4, 3, 5, 3, 4,
4, 4. The operation 1s repeated for the set of pieces consisting
of P(1, 4), . . . P(1, 7), resulting in the following distribution:
3,4,3,5,4, 5,5, and 5. In this example, there are no more
excess space after the second operation.

Cell Placement Modification

Finally, after the new piece sizes and positions have been
determined, the positions of each of the cells 1n each of the

pieces are updated 42 of FIG. 2.

Let C,,...,C, be the cells of piece P(i, j), sorted by their
vertical positions. Let G,, G4, . . . ,G, be the sizes of gaps
between them in their original position, measured in grid
units. To calculate new cell positions, it 1s sufficient to
determine new gaps between them.

If the new height of the piece 1s greater than the old,
original height, then the additional height allocation 1is
uniformly distributed to the gaps G, . . . ,G, . If the new
height of the piece 1s less than the old, original height, then
the total gap 1s reduced by reducing each of the gaps by one
(1) grid unit. The reduction of each gap by one grid unit is
repeated until the reduction equals the loss of the allocated
height.

Determining Whether Vertical Congestion Exists

To determine, 42 of FIG. 2, whether vertical congestion
exists with the current placement and routing of the cells, the



6,033,254

13

actual, physical width of the columns are compared with the
“calculated withds™ of the columns.
Measurement 1:

the value of the function width(i, j, q;) is determine for
each of the pieces of the IC where q; 1s 1. The function
width(i, j, g;) 1s defined as the

max(hor_ limit, and ver limit) where

where
.. max((gy *hor_den(i, j)+ block_den(i, j)), cell_den(i, j))
hor limit= — —
top(i, j)— bottom(i, j)+ 1
.. column_only width + g; = vert_den(i, j)
ver limit= .

column_width

where

q, 1S a fixed parameter. In the preferred embodiment, g,
1s set at 0.7;

column__only_ width 1s the width of the column 12 of
FIG. 1 only, sans the channel width. In the preferred
embodiment, this 1s about 11 grid units; and

column__ width 1s the width of the column and the chan-
nel. In the preferred embodiment, this 1s about 20 grid
units.

The calculations can be performed using the grid unit
values, microns, or millimicrons as long as the units are used
consistently. At present state of art, the grid units are about
two microns wide.

Measurement 2: the physical width of the columns.

If Mecasurement 1 1s greater than Measurement 2, then
vertical congestion exists. The vertical congestion reduction
technique can be applied 1if any vertical congestion 1s found,
or the number of pieces with vertical congestion exceeds a
predetermined level. In a preferred embodiment, the vertical
congestion reduction technique 1s applied when at least five
percent of the pieces of the IC are verically congested.
Reducing Vertical Congestion

Vertical congestion 1s reduced by moving cells from a
piece to another piece 1n the horizontal direction.

The pieces are categorized into different vertical types.
Pieces belonging to the type 1 category are the pieces having
a left and a right side both of which can be moved. Type 2
pieces have fixed left side but a movable right side. Type 3
pieces have fixed right side but a movable left side. Type 4
pieces have fixed right and left sides, and are not considered
here. In the sample IC 1s illustrated by FIG. 2, the following
table lists the pieces in their respective type category:

Vertical Pieces of the sample IC of the figures belonging to the Vertical
Type type

Type 1 P, 0), P(1, 1), P(1, 2), P(1, 3), P(1, 4), P(2, 0), P(2, 1), P(2, 2),
P(2, 3), P(2, 4), P(3, 0), P(3, 1), P(3, 2), P(3, 3), P(3, 4)

Type 2 PO, 0), P(0, 1), P(0, 2), P(0, 3), P(0, 4)

Type 3 P4, 0), P(4, 1), P(4, 3), P(4, 4)

Type 4 —

Resizing Pieces (New Region Widths)

To reduce horizontal congestion, the vertical heights of
the pieces are resized to lead to larger pieces allowing the
cells and wires crossing the pieces to be spread out. This 1s
possible because the cells are placed 1n vertical columns and,
within each of the columns, the pieces are contiguous, and
the cells can be relocated 1n a continuous fashion. That 1s, a
cell with a grid unit location of (1, y) can be related to another
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location within the column 1, or (1, y+a) where o is any value
provided that (i, y+a) is still within the physical size of the
IC. This 1s illustrated by FIG. 6. Horizontal congestion
caused by proximal locations of cells 122, 124, and 126 may
be reduced by moving the cell 126 to 1ts new location 126'.
The movement may be for any grid unit value c.

The method to reduce vertical congestion cannot employ
the same technique. This 1s because the horizontal widths of
the columns are fixed, and thus the cells cannot be moved
along the horizontal axis freely. The cells must stay within
the predefined physical column boundaries. If a cell 128 1s
to be moved horizontally, 1t must be moved to another
column. Accordingly, 1ts movement must for one or mul-
tiples of p grid units where [ 1s the distance between the
columns. In FIG. 6, the cell 128, nitially located in column
0, 1s moved to column 1 by moving 3 grid units 1n the
horizontal direction.

However, for the purpose of determining which cells must
be moved to other columns, horizontally, to reduce vertical
congestion, the widths of the pieces are “resized” using the
similar technique used to resize the heights of the columns
in the previous section of the present document. This 1s a
logical construct to allow eventual relocation of the cells.

For this section of the present document discussing the
vertical congestion removal, the “size” of the pieces will
mean the “widths” of the pieces.

To determine the resized widths of the pieces, three
parameters are introduced to define the initial sizes of the
pieces. These variable—Q, ., Q. Q_ _—represent the
minimal, the desired, and the maximum size of the pieces
allowed, respectively. The initial values are arbitrary, but
experiences have shown that the following values are useful:

Qin Minimum allowed row size (width) factor; initial value 0.80
Qporm Desired row size factor; initial value 0.85
Qmax Maximum row si1ze factor; initial value 1.2

To simplify the discussion, the following notations are
also defined:

W(j) 1s the width of row j;
=right(i,, ., })-left(i_. , )
where P(i,,;,, ) is the right-most and P(3,,, ., j) is the
left-most pieces of row 7; and

W_  (j) is the maximum width of row j; and
=Q e W()
W, _..(j) 1s the desired width of row j; and
=Qiorm” W())
W_ . (j) 1s the minimum width of row j.
=Qmm$w(j)
width(i, j, q;) width of piece P(1, j) using factor g, which
1s the q factor for row j.
=max(hor_limit, ver_limit)
The value g; 1s calculated where q; 1s the factor with which
cach of the pieces of the row j must be multiplied to achieve
the W(j) for a given Q value suchasQ,_..Q . orQ, _ .

For example, for Q the factor g, 1s such that g; satisfies
the equation:

FIOFFN?

Z width(i, j, ;) = Waom(J)

min

where
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1. =1s the first column; O 1n our example;
1 =1s the last column; 4 1n our example.

The factor q; 1s determined using the bisection method.

Note that the widths of the pieces, width(i, j, q;) takes into
account both the horizontal congestion, hor_ limait, and the
vertical congestion, ver limit. Also note that vert den(i, j)
is the only element to which the factor g, 1s applied. This 1s
because vert_den(i, ) 1s the only “flexible” factor among
the factors which contributes to the size of a pieces. Factors
block den(i, j) and cell _den(i, j) are inflexible. Cell _den(,
1) 1s the sum of the spaces taken by the cells and this cannot
be decreased while retaining all the cells. Block den(d, j) 1s
the sum of the spaces taken by the other “fixed” elements of
the piece mcluding pins, vias and obstacle wires.

Smoothing the Columns

To reduce vertical congestion, first, all of the pieces are
resized to the width(y, j, q;) using the g, factor calculated
using the Q. parameter. Because the foregoing process
results 1in differing widths for each of the pieces of the IC,
it 1s likely that the columns of the IC will not “line up” and
will result 1n adjoining pieces having different widths. As
illustrated 1n FIG. 7, the forgoing process may result in
columns with pieces having differing widths. For example,
the pieces of column 1 have different widths and left(i, j)
values. After the initial resizing, some rows may even have

unassigned spaces as illustrated by reference number 107 of
FIG. 7.

Extreme variations of the widths of the pieces of a column
degrade placement and routing quality. To reduce the varia-
tions of the heights of the adjacent pieces, the following
smoothing operations are performed. The following smooth-
ing operations do not result in columns having same width
pieces; however, the operations reduce the variations of the
sizes of the column-wise-adjacent pieces to a predetermined
value e*HSTEP. Parameter ¢ 1s an arbitrary factor used to
assign the degree of variation of the adjacent pieces. Expe-
riences have shown that a preferred value for E may range
from 0.05 to 0.10. In a preferred embodiment, the HSTEP
20. Thus, the maximum variation of the adjacent piece size
1s 0.10*20, or 2 grid units. FIG. 7 shows pieces having larger
variations 1n 1its widths for illustrative purposes.

The columns may be smoothed using various techniques.
In a preferred embodiment, the smoothing 1s done using the
left(1, j) values which indicates the location of the left edge
of the pieces.

Each column 1s smoothed using the following technique:

The operation skips the first (the left most) column
(having 1=0) of the pieces because the left(0, j) of the first

column pieces are all zero, and lined up.

The operation begins with the second column. The pieces
are traversed bottom-to-top first, then top-to-bottom, and
repeated until the widths of the pieces have been stabilized.
Beginning with the second pieces of the column, the left of
the second piece 1s compared with the left of the previous
piece (the first piece)of the column. The left of the second
piece 1s set to the larger of the following two values:

1. the current left of the second piece; or

2. the left of the previous piece less the e*HSTEP value.
Alternatively expressed, the smoothing function performs
the following operation to reset left(i, j) value of a P(i, j):

left(1, j)=max(left(1, j), left(i, j-1)-e*VSTEP)

After adjusting the second piece of the column, the third
piece of the column 1s adjusted by comparing the left of that
piece to the left of the previous (now, the second) piece. This
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operation 1s confinued for the rest of the pieces of the
column. Then, the operation 1s repeated beginning at the top
and traversing to the bottom of the column.

The above operations are repeated for the column until the
column stabilizes. A column 1s stabilized when no changes,
or adjustments, are made to the pieces of the column during
the bottom-to-top and top-to-bottom adjustment traversals.

After smoothing the second column, the next column 1is
smoothed using the same technique.

Referring to FIG. 7, the IC of FIGS. 3 and 4 1s illustrated
after having 1ts pieces resized to the desired piece widths.
Unlike the initial piece sizes shown mn FIGS. 3 and 4, the
pieces now have differing widths leading to uneven col-
umns. As already indicated, the smoothing process for the
vertical congestion reduction technique 1s similar to the
smoothing process for the horizontal congestion reduction
technique detailed 1n the Horizontal Congestion Removal
section above. However, the smoothing for the vertical
congestion reduction 1s applied 1n the horizontal direction
whereas the smoothing for the horizontal congestion reduc-
tion 1s applied in the vertical direction.

The method of removing excess widths from the pieces 1s
similar to the method used to remove excess heights from
the pieces discussed above for the horizontal congestion
reduction, but applied horizontally. Also, the method of
distributing excess widths to the pieces 1s similar to the
method used to add excess heights to the pieces discussed
above for the horizontal congestion reduction, but applied
horizontally.

Cell Placement Modification

Even after the smoothing process, the widths of the pieces
of each of the columns are not likely to be same. The
post-resized and post-smoothed pieces will be denoted P"(i,
1) where 1 1s the column number beginning with O for the
left-most column and 7 1s the row number beginning with 0
for the bottom-most row. Piece P"(1, ) has left"(1, j), which
1s the grid unit of the left edge of the piece.

After the resizing and the smoothing operations, but
before the cell placement modification operation, pieces
P"(1, j) still have the cells of the pre-resized and pre-
smoothed original piece P(i, j).

To modity the placement of each of the cells of the pieces,
the new location, left"(i, j) and the new sizes of each of the
pieces, P"(1, 1), are compared with the initial location, left(i,
1) and the initial sizes of the pieces P(i, j). Then, the cells of
the piece P"(1, j) are proportionally distributed to the pieces
which were initially located 1n the area of the IC the now
resized and smoothed piece occupies. This 1s best 1llustrated
using an example.

Referring now to FIG. 7, the IC 8" of FIGS. 3 and 4 1s
illustrated after having 1ts pieces resized to the desired piece
widths. Unlike the 1nitial piece sizes shown 1 FIGS. 3 and
4, the pieces now have differing widths leading to uneven
columns. The IC 8" was used, above, to 1llustrate resized but
not yet smoothed state of the pieces. Here, the IC 8" will be
used to represent the resized and smoothed state of the
pieces. Even though the left"(i , j) of the pieces are greater
than €* VSTEP 1n the examples as illustrated mm FIGS. 7 and
8, this 1s 1rrelevant to the cell placement modification
technique to be 1llustrated here. The cell placement modi-
fication technique of the vertical congestion removal tech-
nique 1s applicable independent of the degree of smoothness
between the pieces of a column.

FIG. 8 shows the left bottom corner of IC 8" showing,
pieces P"(0, 0) 52", P"(0, 1) 54", P"(1, 0) 62", P"(1, 1) 64",
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and P"(2, 1) 74", and portions of P"(2, 0) 72", P"(3, 1) 84",
P"(0, 3) 56", P"(1, 3) 66". The following table lists the pieces
of the IC 8", their positions and widths, and the 1nitial
positions and the widths of the corresponding pieces. Note
that FIG. 8 shows the grid unit scale of the IC 8" 1n x and
y axis.

Initial Position
and Size

(in_grid units)

Piece(s) originally
located at the

Position and size after resizing
and smoothing {(in grid units)

left"(i, width"(i, width(i, space occupied
Piece"(i, j) j) j) left(i, j) ~ j by P'(i, j)
P"(0, 0) 52" 0 30 0 20 P(0, 0), P(1, 0)
P'(1,0) 62" 30 20 20 20 P(1, 0), P(2, 0)
P"(0, 1) 54" 0 15 0 20 P(0, 1)
P'(1, 1) 64" 15 10 20 20 P(0, 1), P(1, 1)
P'(2, 1) 74" 25 20 40 20 P(1, 1), P(2, 1)

In the example as presented by FIG. 8, the cells of the
illustrated pieces will be distributed as follows:

The placement of the cells of piece P"(0, 0) 52": The piece

P"(0, 0) 52" extends over the area originally allocated to P(0,

0) and a portion of P(1, 0). In fact, because piece P"(0, 0) 52"
is 30 grid units wide, 75 of the piece 1s located within the area
allocated to P(0, 0) and 5 of the piece is located within the
area allocated to P(1, 0). In this case, % of the cells of the
piece P"(0,) 0) are kept by piece P(0, 0) and ¥ of the cells
are moved to piece P(1, 0). The determination as to which
cells of P"(0, 0) are assigned to P(0, 0) and which are
assigned to P(1, 0) is arbitrary. In the preferred embodiment,
a random number 1s assigned to each of the cells of the piece
and the value of the random numbers 1s used for the

determination. For example, the cells of the piece P"(0, 0)
are randomly assigned to one of three numbers—1, 2, or 3.
Then, the cells assigned to one of the three numbers, say 3,
is assigned to P(1, 0) while the other cells are assigned to

P(0, 0). Also, when horizontally moving cells to another
columns, the cells’ vertical coordinate 1s not changed.

The placement of the cells of piece P"(1, 0) 62": The piece
P"(1, 0) 62" extends over the area originally allocated to P(1,
0), P(2, 0). In fact, ¥2 of P"(1, 0) is in the P(1, 0) area while
the other %2 of P"(1, 0) 1s in the P(2, 0). In this case, ¥ of the
cells of P"(1, 0) are kept by piece P(1, 0) and the other ¥z of

the cells of P"(1, 0) are moved to P(2, 0). Again, the cells
assignment are arbitrary.

The placement of the cells of piece P"(0, 1) 54": The piece
P"(0, 1) 54" lies within the area originally allocated to itself
P(0, 1). Placement of the cells of P"(0, 1) 54" is not

modified.

The placement of the cells of piece P"(1, 1) 64": The piece
P"(1, 1) 64" extends over the area 0r1g1nally allocated to P(0,
1), P(1, 1). In fact, ¥ of P"(1, 1) 64" is in the P(0, 1) area
while the other %2 of P"(1, 1) 64" is in the P(1, 1). In this case,
%5 of the cells of P"(1, 1) 64" are kept by piece P(1, 1) and
the other ¥ of the cells of P"(1, 1) 64" are moved to P(0, 1).

The placement of the cells of piece P"(2, 1) 74": The piece
P"(2, 1) 74" extends over the area originally allocated to P(1,
1), P(2, 1). In fact, 34 of P"(2, 1) 74" is in the P(1, 1) area
while the other ¥4 of P"(2, 1) 74" is in the P(2, 1) area. In this
case, ¥4 of the cells of P"(2, 1) 74" are moved to the P(1, 1)
area while ¥ of the cells of P"(2, 1) 74" are kept in the P(2,

1) area.

Overlap Removal

Because the vertical coordinates of the cells are not
modified when horizontally moving the cells, a potential

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

138

exists for overlapping cells. Such overlaps must be resolved
49 of FIG. 2. Retferring now to FIG. 9, a portion of the IC
of FIGS. 7 and 8 1s illustrated. In the example illustrated in
FIG. 9, cell 132, assigned from P"(0, 0) to P(1, 0) may
overlap with cell 134 assigned from P"(1, 0) to P(1, 0). Cell
overlaps can be removed using the Overlap Remover tech-
nique disclosed by the patent application entitled “Advanced
Modular Cell Placement System with Overlap Remover
with Minimal Noise”, Ser. No. 08/627,937, filed on Jun. 28,
1996. The entire patent application entitled “Advanced
Modular Cell Placement System with Overlap Remover
with Minimal Noise”, Ser. No. 08/627,937, filed on Jun. 28,

1996 1s hereby incorporated into the present patent applica-
fion.

Continuous Column Density Optimization
(Overload Removal)

Another situation which may arise from the modification
of cell placements 1s that too many cells may be assigned to
a column segment or to a column. In that case, the total cell
heights required to be placed within the column segment, or
within the column may be larger than the available space.
Referring again to FIG. 9, a portion of the IC of FIGS. 7 and

8 1s 1llustrated. In the example illustrated m FIG. 9, cells
136, 138, 140, 142, and 142 are all assigned to the piece.
Here, not only are there two overlaps—one between cells

136 and 138, the other between cells 138 and 140—but also
the sum of the heights of the cells exceed the height of the
piece P(0, 1). The overload exists for P(0, 1). Overload

situation may exist for a piece, a column segment, or for an
entire segment, and must be resolved 48 of FIG. 2.

The present 1inventive technique, the Continuous Column
Density Optimization, modifies cell placements by moving
cells to reduce or eliminate the overload.

Segment Definition

To analyze cell overload and implement the present
technique, column segments, or segments, are defined on the
IC. As 1llustrated in FIG. 1 and explained by corresponding
discussion, the physical structure of an IC comprises col-
umns and channels. Because the current invention does not
relate to the use of the channels (see 14 of FIG. 1) of the IC,

the channels are not shown in FIG. 3 and subsequent figures.

Segments, for the purposes of implementing the Continu-
ous Column Density Optimization technique, are not defined
in the same way as the segment or the piece used for the
congestion removal technique. For the purposes of Continu-
ous Column Density Optimization (Overload Removal)
technique, a segment or a column segment 1s defined by
defining horizontal lines across the IC. Each region defined
by the horizontal lines and the column borders define a
segment of the IC. Because the columns are of equal width,
the segments of any row are of equal size. The horizontal
lines need not be equidistant. Alternatively, entire column
may be defined as a single segment. In this case, no
horizontal lines need be defined. FIG. 10 shows an IC 208,
having eight columns 212, each column defined to include
three segments resulting in three rows 213 of segments.
Each column, and each segment of the column, comprises
cells. For simplicity, the cells are illustrated in only one
segment, S(0, 3) 214 of IC 208 of FIG. 10. The a preferred

embodiment, the segments are 300 grid units tall.

The Continuous Column Density Optimization (Overload
Removal) technique is applied to each of the rows of the
segments as follows:

ribution

Referring to FIG. 11, a portion of the IC 208 of FIG. 10

1s reproduced to illustrate the Continuous Column Density

Determine New Dis
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Optimization (Overload Removal) technique. The figure
reproduces the first row, the 0% row. For the purposes of
illustration the row has been defined with an horizontal line
at 300 grid units from the bottom. The “top” of the row 1s
delineated by the dashed line 215. Thus, the physical height
available within each segment of the row, of the present
example, 15 300 grid units.

Also shows 1n FIG. 11 1s the sum of the height of the cells
of each of the segments. The following table summaries the
sum of the height of the cells for each of the sigments of the

sample IC 108 of FIGS. 10 and 11:

reference number
indicating the sum value

ch(i), sum of the heights
of the cells of the

Segment 1 = segment in FIG. 11
0 225 216
1 275 218
2 350 220
3 325 222
4 300 224
5 225 226
6 275 228
7 275 230

As 1indicated 1n FIG. 11 and listed on the above table, each
of segments S(0, 2), S(0, 3), and S(0, 5) has cells total
heights of which are greater than the available space within
the perspective segments. In these segments, overload
exists. The main idea underlying the Continuous Column
Density Optimization (Overload Removal) technique 1s to
reduce or eliminate the overloaded condition by redistrib-
uting cells from the overloaded segments to the non-
overloaded segments. However, the cell should be moved to
minimize disruptions to the present layout and wire routing.

For the purposes of discussing the Continuous Column
Density Optimization (Overloaded Removal) technique, the
following terms and definitions are used:

S(i, j)the i”* segment of the j* row;
S, the i”* segment of the current row;

n the number of segments; In the present example, n=8
segments numbered O, 1, . .. 7.

Sq, . . . S, the sequence of segments to which the
technique 1s applied;

H the height of the segments. In the present example,
H=300 gr1d units;
ch(1) the sum of the heights of the cells of the segment S;;

ch_ total the sum of the heights of the cells of all the
segments, or

— Zﬂ" ch(i)
=0

First, the total overload 1s calculated by adding the heights
of the cells exceeding H(1-u), or

total overload= Z max(0, ch(i) — H(1 — u))
i—0

where

1 1s a predefined parameter, greater than or equal to zero,
responsible for the degree to which the new cell dis-
tribution will be uniform. If @ 1s zero, then total _
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overload 1s a measure of the heights of the cells
exceeding H, the capacity of the segments. To remove
the overload only, i 1s assigned to a very small number
or a zero. To uniformly distribute the cells to the
segments, then u 1s assigned to the following number:
w=1-ch__total/(n*H). Typically, « is assigned the num-
ber “%*(1-ch_total/(n*H)). In the preferred
embodiment, u# 1s assigned a value of 0.05, leading to
the H(1-u) value of (1-0.5)300 or 285.

In the example of FIG. 12, with « of 0.05 and H of 300,
the H(1-u) value 1s 285 and the total overload is 120 grid
units—65 from S,, 40 from S, and 15 from S,. Note that a
segment 1s overload segment if ch(1) is greater than H(1-u)
even though all the cells of that segment can be placed
within the segment. This 1s the case for S,,.

Next, the radius for each of the segments and free space
for each radu are determined. Radius of a segment 1, denoted
R, is the distance, or the number of segments, the i”*
segment 1s to a nearest segment with overload. An overload
secgment’s R, value zero. The following table lists the R,

values for the segments of the example of the sample I1C 208
of FIG. 11:

Segment Radius, R;, and to which overload segment?

2105,
1to S,
0, overload
0, overload
0, overload
1to S,
2toS,
3toS,

-] Sy o= O

In the sample IC 208 of FIG. 11, the radii ranges from zero
for the overload segments to three for the furthest segment
from an overload segment. If an IC contained hundreds or
thousands of columns, then radi1 can have values from zero
to hundreds or even thousands.

The free space for each radius 1s determined by adding the
excess space between the ch(i) and H(1-u) for each segment
1 having the radius. For example, the amount of free space
within one segment of the overload segments, therefore
having a radius of 1, 1s the sum of the excess spaces of
segments with R; of 1. Alternatively expressed,

M

free_space(k) = Z H(l — u) — ch(i)
i=0,R; =k

Of course, free_ space(0)=0.

In our example of FIG. 12, H=300, #=0.05, and radius
ranges from O to 4. The following table lists the free__space
for each of the radi:

Radius, k free_ space(k), and where the free space is found
0 0; segments S2 and S3 are overloaded
1 70 grid units; 10 from S1 and 60 from S5
2 70 grid units; 60 from SO and 10 from S6
3 10 grid units from S7

As already determined, the total _overload of the present
example 1s 120. From the above table, 1t 1s easy to 1dentily
the maximum radius, two, required 1n order to compensate
for the overload of 120 grid units. In general, the maximum
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radius need to compensate for the total_overload i1s the
number R, .., satistying the relationship:

R

required

total_overload < Z free_space(k)
k=1

In the present example, R =2. Next, each segment 1s

required
assigned a new height, ch_ new(i), as follows:
The new distribution, denoted ch_new(i), of the cells
heights for each of the segments are determined by finding

ch_ new(i) such that the following two conditions are sat-
istied:

Condition 1.

the sum of the new distribution for the segments equal the
sum of the heights of the cells of all the segments, or

H

Z ch_new(i) = ch_total
i=1

and
Condition 2.

ch_ new(i) for any segment is less than or equal to a

predetermined portion or H, or

ch__ new(1) =H(1-u)

For the segments having radius, R;, greater than R, ;..
ch_new(i) is set to the original cell height, ch(i), and no
cells are moved 1nto the segment. In the present example, the
radius of 3 for segment S7 1s greater than R 2, and
thus ch__new(7)=ch(7)=275 grid units.

For the segments having radius, R;, less than R, _ ;.
ch_ new(i) is set to H(1-u). This lead to the reduction of the
densities of the overloaded segments to H(1—-u) while uti-
lizing all the excess space in the segments having
R£<Rrequired'

For the segments having radius, R, equal than R, __,;,. 1t
may not be necessary to uftilize all of the excess spaces of
these segments be utilized. In the present example, the
total__overload 1s 120 grid units, and the required radius of
segments to compensate for the overload, R, ;... 18 2.
However, at radius 1, the free_ space(1) 1s 70 grid units.
Therefore, the segments comprising radius 2 need only to
contribute 50 more grid units to eliminate the overload.
Therefore, even though the free  space(2) is 70 grid units,
only 50 of the 70 grid units need be allocated. Therefore, the
excess space from the segments having radius equal than
R,. .ireq 18 taken proportionally to their excess capacity.
Alternatively expressed, if R=R,__,;,. then

ch_ new(i1)=ch(1)+(remainder*H(1-u)-ch(1))/free_ space
(R))

where

required?

R

requived -1

2,

k=1

remainder = total overload— free_space(k)

For the present example, remainder=50 grid units, and
ch__new(1)~268 and ch__new(6)=282.

After the above technique, the ch_ new(i) values for the
sample IC 1s follows:
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Segment 1 = ch(i) ch__new(1)
0 225 268
1 275 285 = H(1 - u)
2 350 285
3 325 285
4 300 285
5 225 285
6 275 282
7 2775 2’75, no change
from ch(i)
Total Cell Heights 2250 2250

Modity cell Placement

After the assignment of the new heights of the segments,
ch__newf(i), the cells are placed as follows:

Sort the list of all cells from all segments by their
horizontal coordinate. For the cells having the same hori-
zontal coordinates (from the same column segment) can be
sorted randomly. Let C,, . .. C_ represent the sorted list of
cells.

The, begin by assigning the cells to the segment beginning,
with cell C, and segment S,. The cells are assigned to S, 1n
order, unftil the total height of the cells assigned to S,
exceeds ch__new(0). Assuming cells Cy, . . . C, are assigned
to S,, cells are assigned to the next segment, S,, beginning
with cell C,_;, until the total heights ot the cells assigned
exceeds the sum of ch__new( ) for all the segments with
assigned cells. In this case, cells are assigned to S, until the
sum of heights of the cells Cg, . . . C_ exceed ch__new(0)+
ch__new(1) where C_ s the last cell assigned to S; the height
of which caused the sum of the heights of the cells to exceed
the sum of the heights of the segments. This process 1s
continued until all the cells are assigned.

If any of the segments are still overloaded after this
procedure, the procedure 1s repeated with a different value of
u or the Bulldozer technique 1s used for the final overload
removal. The Bulldozer technique 1s disclosed 1n the patent
application entitled “Advanced Modular Cell Placement
System with Coarse Overflow Remover”, Ser. No. 08/672,
334, filed on Jun. 28, 1996. The entire patent application
enfitled “Advanced Modular Cell Placement System with
Coarse Overflow Remover”, Ser. No. 08/672,334, filed on
Jun. 28, 1996 1s hereby mncorporated into the present patent
application.

Iterative Application of the Horizontal and Vertical Conges-
tion Reduction Techniques with Functional Sieve Optimi-
zation

The horizontal congestion reduction technique and the
vertical congestion reduction techniques may be iteratively
applied until all congestion 1s removed or unfil congestion
falls below a predetermined level.

After each application of horizontal congestion reduction
and of vertical congestion reduction, functional sieve opti-
mization 50 of FIG. 2 may be applied to the new placement
to reduce the total wire length of the IC which could have
increased due to the cell movements. See FIG. 2. The
application of functional sieve optimization technique does
not create new congestion. The functional sieve optimiza-
tion technique 1s disclosed in detail by the patent application
enfitled “Advanced Modular Cell Placement System with
Function Sieve Optimization Technique”, Ser. No. 08/627,
936, filed on Jun. 28, 1996. The entire patent application
entitled “Advanced Modular Cell Placement System with
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Function Sieve Optimization Technique”, Ser. No. 08/627,
936, filed on Jun. 28, 1996 1s hereby incorporated into the
present patent application.

Congestion Removal Apparatus

Now referring to FIG. 12, a computing apparatus 170 for
placing cells on an integrated circuit device (IC) is illus-
trated. The apparatus comprises a processor 172 and
memory 174. The memory 174, connected to the processor
172, stores instructions for the processor 172 for the pro-
cessor 172 to define pieces and segments of the IC, deter-
mine density of the pieces, reduce horizontal congestion of
the pieces if horizontal congestion exists, and reduce vertical
congestion of the pieces 1f vertical congestion exists.
Additionally, the memory may store instructions for the
processor to optimize density of the columns of the IC as
well as to read cell lists and netlist 176 and to write 178 new

cell placement.

The memory 174 may be any kind of machine-readable
storage medium containing the instructions for the proces-
sor. It 1s well known 1n the art that the memory may be
formed as a semiconductor memory device, magnetic
device, optical device, magneto-optical device, floppy
diskette, hard drive, CD-ROM, magnetic tape, computer
memory, or memory card.

Although the present mvention has been described 1n
detail with regarding the exemplary embodiments and draw-
ings thereot, it should be apparent to those skilled 1n the art
that various adaptations and modifications of the present
invention may be accomplished without departing from the
spirit and the scope of the invention. Accordingly, the
invention 1s not limited to the precise embodiment shown 1n
the drawings and described in detail herein above.
Therefore, 1t 1s intended that all such variations not departing
from the spirit of the invention be considered as within the
scope thercol as limited solely by the claims appended
hereto.

In the following claims, those elements which do not
include the words “means for” are intended not to be
interpreted under 35 U.S.C. § 112 1 6.

What 1s claimed 1s:

1. A method of reducing congestion on an integrated
circuit device (IC) having columns of cells and channels
between the columns, said method comprising the steps of:

defining pieces and segments of the IC surface, said each
of said pieces having an original location and original
width;

determining density of said pieces;

resizing sald widths of said pieces depending upon said
density of said pieces, said resizing step assigning a
new location and a new width to each of said pieces;
and

modifying placement of the cells depending upon the new
locations and the new widths of said resized pieces.

2. A method according to claim 1 wherein said step of
defining pieces and segments comprises the steps of:

defining a vertical line 1n each channel of said IC; and

defining horizontal lines across the surface of the I1C, such
that said vertical lines and said horizontal lines delim-
iting rectangular pieces.
3. A method according to claim 2 where said horizontal
lines are equidistant.
4. A method accordingly to claim 2 wherein said hori-
zontal lines are approximately 100 grid units apart from each

other wherein grid units are the unit of measurement on the
IC.

5. A method according to claim 1 wherein said step of
determining density of each of said pieces, P(i, 1), comprises
the steps of:

determining cell density of said piece, denoted cell__den

@, 1);
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determining block density of said piece, denoted block
den(i, j);

determining horizontal density of said piece, denoted
hor_ den(i, j); and

determining vertical density of said piece, denoted vert__
den(i, j).

6. A method according to claim § wherein said cell density
1s the su m of the heights of cells located 1n each of said
pleces.

7. A method according to claim 5 wherein s aid block
density 1s th € sum of the heights of cell blocks for each of
said pieces, said cell blocks comprising pins, vias, and
obstacle wires.

8. A method according to claim 5 wherein said horizontal
density 1s an expected number of horizontal routing wires
through said piece.

9. A method according to claim S wherein said horizontal
density 1s the sum of probabilities of wires through a piece.

10. A method according to claim 5 where said step of
determining horizontal density comprises the steps of:

determining routing of wires of the IC to connect the pins
of the IC; and

summing the number of wires traversing each of said
plECes.
11. A method according to claim 5 where said step of
determining horizontal density comprises the steps of:

producing an edgelist having a list of edges describing
wire routing of the IC; and

summing the probabilities of the edges crossing each of

said piece.

12. A method according to claim 11 wherein probability
of a horizontal edge crossing a piece 1s one.

13. A method according to claim 11 wherein probability
of a superedge crossing a piece 1s mverse of the number of
vertical pieces said superedge traverses for each affected
column.

14. A method according to claim 11 wherein probability
of a superedge having pins (i1, y1) and (i2, y2) crossing a
piece(d, J) at grid unit y 1s pr(i, y) and is calculated

((yZ — V1 + 1) - |y _ ycmss(i)l)
(o= +D=((y2—y1)/2)=

(yZ _ yCI‘DSS(f) + 1)* (ycmss(f) — Y t 1))

- and

said y____. being the horizontal grid line crossed by the

straight line (1,, y,)—(1;, y¥;) 1n column 1i.

15. A method according to claim 5§ wherein said vertical
density of a piece 1s an expected number of vertical wires
through the horizontal grid lines of said piece.

16. A method according to claim 15 wherein horizontal
density of a piece, P(i, j), is determined by a method
comprising the steps of summing probability, pr(1, y), of all
orid lines located within said piece.

17. A method according to claim § wherein said vertical
density, vert__den(i, j), of a piece, P(3, j), is increased value

B max—Ymint1/(top(i, j)-bottom(i, j)+1)

to account for a vertical edge.

18. A method according to claim 5 wherein the probability
of a superedge, defined by two pins (i1, y1) and (i2, y2),
crossing a piece, for the purposes of increasing said vertical
density, vert__den(l, j), of a piece, P(, j), 1s determined by a
method comprising the steps of:

defining a number of halves by multiplying two and 12

less 11;
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defining a factor, factor(1), as a division of one by said
number of halves 1f 1=11 or if 1=12, or as a division of

two by said number of halves 1if 11<1<12;
summing probability, pr(i, y), of all grid lines located
within said piece, denoted d(i, j); and
increasing the vertical density of said piece by a value
calculated as
factor(i) = d(i, j) Vmax — VYmin + 1
" 1op(i, /) — bottom(i, )+ 1

IZE] factor(?) = d(i, j)

IZfl

19. A method according to claim 5 wherein said step of
resizing of said pieces comprises the steps of:

for each piece P(i, j), identifying the row, j, of pieces to
which said piece belongs;

determining the total width of said row j, denoted W(j);

defining a desired width of row j by multiplying W(j) with
a predefined value Q denoting the product W,__
(1); and

assigning a new width, denoted w(, J, q;), to said piece by
finding g, such that the sum of width(i, j, q;) of each of
the pieces of said identified row equals W, __ (j).

20. A method according to claim 19 wherein

said width(y, j, q;) 1s defined as the greater of hor__limit or
ver  limait;
said hor limit defined as

FIOFFI?

max((gy * for_den(i, j)+ block den(i, j)), cell den(i, j))
top(i, /) — bottom(i, j)+ 1 ’

sald ver limit defined as

column_only width+ g; =verz_den(i, j)

column_ width

said g, 1s a predetermined value;

said column__only_ width 1s width of a column of the
IC; and

said column__ width 1s the sum of the width of a column
and the width of a channel of the IC.

21. A method according to claim 1 wherein said step of
modifying cell placement of cells of a piece comprises the
steps of:

comparing the new location and the new width of said
piece to the original location and the original widths of
all the pieces;

identifying the pieces, using the original location and the
original widths, assigned to the area covered by said
piece, the new location and the new width;

assigning the cells of said piece to said identified pieces
in proportion to the amount of area each of said
identified pieces occupy 1n the new location and the
new width of said piece.

22. A method according to claim 1 further comprising the
step of smoothing columns of said pieces prior to modifying
placement of the cells.

23. A method according to claim 22 wherein said step of
smoothing columns comprises the steps:

a. traversing each column of pieces from bottom to top;

b. comparing the left position of a first piece to the left
position of a second piece wherein said second piece 1s
immediately before said first piece;

c. modifying the left position of said first piece if the left
position of said first piece 1s less than the left position
of said second piece less a predetermined value.
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24. A method according to claim 23 further comprising
the step of repeating steps b and ¢ while traversing each
column from top to bottom.

25. Amethod according to claim 24 wherein said steps are
repeated until no modification are made.

26. A method according to claim 23 wherein said prede-
termined value 1s determined by a predetermined factor
multiplied by the predetermined initial width of said pieces.

27. A method according to claim 26 wherein said prede-
termined factor 1s 0.05.

28. A method according to claim 26 wherein said prede-
termined width 1s the sum of the width of a column and the
width of a channel.

29. A method according to claim 1 further comprising the
step of resolving cell overlaps.

30. A method according to claim 1 further comprising the
step of removing overload.

31. A method according to claim 30 wherein said step of
removing overload comprises the steps of:

defining column segments and rows of segments;

determining new density distribution of said column
segments; and

modifying placements of the cells of said column seg-
ments.
32. An apparatus for reducing congestion on an integrated
circuit device (IC) having cells, and columns and channels,
said apparatus comprising:

a Processor;
a memory connected to said processor;

sald memory having instructions for said processor to
define pieces and segments of the IC surface;

determine density of said pieces;

resize said widths of said pieces depending upon said
density of said pieces; and

modify placement of the cells depending upon the sizes
of said resized pieces.

33. An apparatus according to claim 32 wherein said
memory further comprises instruction for said processor to
smooth columns of the pieces of the IC.

34. An apparatus according to claim 32 wherein said
memory further comprises instruction for said processor to
optimize density of column of the IC.

35. An apparatus according to claim 32 wherein said
memory further comprises instruction for said processor to:

read cell list and netlist; and

write new cell placement.

36. A machine-readable storage medium containing
instructions for a processor, said instructions being the steps
for the processor, said steps comprising:

defining pieces and segments of the IC surface, said each
of said pieces having an original location and original
width;

determining density of said pieces;

resizing said widths of said pieces depending upon said
density of said pieces, said resizing step assigning a
new location and a new width to each of said pieces;
and

modifying placement of the cells depending upon the new

location and the new width of said resized pieces.

37. A storage medium according to claim 36 wherein said
storage medium 1s selected from a group consisting of
semiconductor memory device, magnetic device, optical
device, magneto-optical device, floppy diskette, hard drive,
CD-ROM, magnetic tape, computer memory, and memory
card.
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